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Ms. Magalie Roman Salas
Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
The Portals
445 12th Street, S.W.
12th Street Lobby, Counter TW-A325
Washington, D.C. 20554

Re: Ex Parte Submission of orthpoint Technology, Inc.
ET Docket No. 98-206' -9147' RM-9245

Dear Ms. Salas:

In recent filings, both Boeing and Skybridge have asserted that the Northpoint
system will create exclusion zones around the Northpoint transmitter where neither
Boeing nor Skybridge can operate their NGSO FSS systems. l Boeing has estimated the
exclusion zone to be equal to approximately 3.5% of the Northpoint service area and the
Skybridge exclusion zone is estimated to be approximately 10% of the Northpoint service
area. 2 Both Boeing and Skybridge further assert that if such exclusion zones exist, they
would reduce the capacity of their systems, making them unviable. For this reason
Boeing and Skybridge say the Northpoint system should not be allowed to be deployed.3

As previously stated, Northpoint disagrees with the assertions ofBoeing and Skybridge.
Northpoint filings in ET Docket No. 98-206 have demonstrated that mitigation

See "Written Ex Parte Communication in ET Docket No. 98-206", ("Skybridge Letter"), Attorneys for
Skybridge, February 18, 2000, pp 24-25 of attached Annex, and also see ex parte letter to William E.
Kennard, ("Boeing Letter"), dated February 16, 1999, (received by the Commission February 16,
2000), page 2.

Boeing estimates the size of a mitigation zone as up to 3 km, equal to 3.5% of the Northpoint service
area, Boeing Feb. 16 Letter, page 3. Skybridge offers no detailed analysis of its own, and it does not
dispute Northpoint's showing that for a typical Northpoint deployment an exclusion zone ofless than
10% of the Northpoint service area would exist ifSkybridge did not employ mitigation techniques as
recommended by Northpoint, see Comments ofNorthpoint Technology, March 2, 1999.

See Boeing Letter page 3, Skybridge Letter page 26. :.!::;. d «:-00;;' r;';C'dm ~'-_
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techniques exist which will allow both Boeing and Skybridge to operate without undue
burden within the region immediately surrounding the Northpoint transmitter.4

However, even if the Boeing and Skybridge assertions were true, this letter
provides a new analysis, which demonstrates that the lack of access to the service area
immediately surrounding the Northpoint transmitter would not inhibit the deployment of
the Boeing or Skybrid~eNGSO FSS systems or prevent either system from selling 100%
of its service capacity. As the following analysis demonstrates, the Boeing and
Skybridge systems together offer the capacity to serve only a maximum of 5.4% of U.S.
households at their full satellite capacity. Since the forecast Boeing and Skybridge
exclusion zones (resulting from non-implementation ofmitigation techniques) is
estimated to equal 3.5 - 10% of the Northpoint service area, it should be clear that
Boeing and Skybridge will still have 90 - 96.5% of the service area available to them in
which to locate the 5.4% of customers that these systems have the capacity to actually
serve.6 Thus they should not be inhibited from deployment by the presence of any
exclusion zones that may result from non-implementation of mitigation techniques.

An examination of these numbers should also make it clear that a far more
important question for the Commission is not the self interest of The Boeing Company or
Skybridge who reasonably seek to sell all of their satellite capacity, but the issue ofhow
the other 94.6% of U.S. households will gain the benefit of competitive services in the
12.2 - 12.7 GHz band. Since neither Boeing nor Skybridge have the capacity to serve
these Americans, it is vital that the Commission makes sure that other digital service
providers such as Northpoint can address this enormous void.

Sincerely yours,

Sophia Collier
President
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See Comments of Northpoint Technology in ET Docket No. 98-206, March 2, 1999. et. a/.

This is true even if Boeing and Skybridge choose not to implement any of the proposed mitigation
techniques suggested by Northpoint.

It should also be noted that in all cases both Boeing and Skybridge will have 100% of the service area
within the lower 11.7 - 12.2 GHz band available to them.



Northpoint Technology
Analysis of Satellite Capacity and Un-Served Population

Full Discussion

Limitations ofthe NGSO FSS system capacity

Every communication system has a limited system capacity. Skybridge, for
example, has estimated that its system can serve 20 million customers7 on a worldwide
basis, of which approximately 3 - 5 million customers would be within the United States.
This represents service to 1 - 2% ofthe U.S population with an average throughput per
customer of 11 kilobits per second of forward capacity.8 Similarly, Boeing will have less
than 500 megabits per second capacity in the United States,9 with which it can serve
approximately 500,000 customers. 10 Accordingly, together Skybridge and Boeing can
serve a maximum of only 5.5 million customers in the United States or less than 5.4% of
the U.S. households. I I

Distance Insensitivity ofNGSO FSS systems

In previous filings NGSO system operators have made the statement that their
systems are distance insensitive and can serve one point within the United States as easily
as any other point. S~bridge has gone so far as to state that it can serve a townhouse as
easily as a farmhouse. 2 Considering the distance insensitivity and low capacity of these
systems together, it becomes clear the claimed exclusion zones that may result (if Boeing
or Skybridge do not implement mitigation techniques) will not prevent these NGSO FSS
systems from reaching their maximum capacity.

See Northpoint ex parte filing January 6, 2000, page 2

Skybridge asserts a global aggregate throughput of215 Gbps, with 20 million customers. The average
throughput per customer is equal to 215 Gbps /20 million customers, or 11,000 bits per second per
customer.

9 See Northpoint Response to Boeing Letter March 22, 2000, page 20.

10 Boeing states it can serve 96 simultaneous users per 166 MHz signal, Boeing Filing page 33. With two
carriers and two polarizations in every beam footprint, the total number of users per beam footprint is
400. Twelve beam footprints cover the U.S., see Northpoint letter dated March 22,2000, for a total of
4,800 simultaneous customers active at any time in the U.S. Even assuming only 1% of Boeing
customers are active at any time, the total number of customers would be 480,000 in the United States.

11 Current figures from the U. S. Census Bureau estimate that there are approximately 101 million
households in the United States

12 Skybridge Letter, page 3.



Exclusion zones would not eliminate market opportunities for NGOS FSS Systems

The United States has over 3.5 million square miles of surface area that is home to
over 261 million Americans according to the United States Census Bureau, aggregated
into approximately 101 million households, residing in the over 3.5 million square miles
that comprise the United States. 13 The average population density is therefore 29
households per square mile. Boeing has estimated the exclusion zone to be equal to
approximately 3.5% of the Northpoint service area and the Skybridge exclusion zone is
estimated to be approximately 10% of the Northpoint service area. This means that
Boeing and Skybridge will still have 90 - 96.5% of the service area available to them in
the 12.2 - 12.7 GHz band (as well as 100% of the service area within the lower 11.7­
12.2 GHz band.)

As shown on the attached Table 1, even if Boeing and Skybridge were unwilling
or unable to employ any interference mitigation techniques in the claimed exclusion
zone, the Boeing and Skybridge NGSO FSS systems would still have available to them
territory and potential customers that exceed their combined service capacity by at least
16.5 times. For each individual system, the numbers are even more significant. After
accounting for its claimed exclusion zone, Skybridge will have territory and potential
customers available to it in an amount that its service capacity by 19.5 times and
Boeing's opportunity will exceed its capacity by 195 times. Clearly the exclusions zones
claimed by these NGSO FSS operators will not inhibit the planned systems ability to sell
100% of these systems available satellite capacity.

Table 1: Comparison of Boeing and Skybridge Service Capacity In the Event of
Exclusion Zones Caused by Inability to Implement Mitigation Techniques

Skybridge Boeing Combined
U.S. Population 263,717,010 263,717,010 263,717,010
U.S. Households 101,041,000 101,041,000 101,041,000
U.S. Square Miles 3,536,339 3,536,339 3,536,339
Size of possible exclusion zone 10.0% 3.5% 10.0%
Remaining available territory 90.00% 96.50% 90.00%
Size of available territory (sq. mi.) 3,182,705 3,412,567 3,182,705
Available Population 90,936,900 97,504,565 90,936,900

Maximum customers possible for
5,000,000 500,000 5,500,000

satellite capacity available
Factor by which population outside
of exclusion zone exceeds satellite 18.2x 195x 16.5x
capacity
% of U.S households served 4.95% 0.49% 5.44%
% of U.S. households un-served 95.05% 99.51% 94.56%

13 See http://www.census.gov/populationJestimates!housingisthuhhI.txt , visited March 27, 2000.



In summary, both Boeing and Skybridge assert the existence of exclusion zones.
As demonstrated by Northpoint in this proceeding, mitigation techniques exist to
eliminate these exclusion zones. However, even if Boeing and Skybridge do not use any
mitigation techniques, and therefore allowing exclusion zones to exist, this would not
impact NGSO service capacity. The population in the territories outside of the exclusion
zones far exceeds both system's satellite capacity by a significant factor. Therefore, the
Boeing and Skybridge claims that their systems would suffer loss capacity due to the
deployment of Northpoint are shown to be untrue.


